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Before: FERNANDEZ, RYMER and BYBEE, Circuit Judges.

Maria Carmen Lopez-Rodriguez, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions

for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order denying her

motion to reconsider the BIA’s decision summarily affirming an immigration
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judge’s order denying her application for cancellation of removal.  We review for

abuse of discretion, Mohammad v. Gonzales, 400 F.3d 785, 791 (9th Cir. 2005),

and we deny the petition for review.

The BIA did not abuse its discretion by denying Lopez-Rodriguez’s motion

to reconsider because the BIA considered and addressed Lopez-Rodriguez’s

evidence and arguments regarding the potential hardship to both her living and

unborn children, and acted within its broad discretion in determining that the

evidence was insufficient to establish prima facie eligibility for cancellation of

removal.  See 8 C.F.R. § 1003.2(b)(1); Mohammad, 400 F.3d at 792-93 (“[T]he

BIA must issue a decision that fully explains the reasons for denying a motion to

[reconsider].”).

  PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


